Introduction
The nation-state has been stated, as the main political institution in Europe, especially after the French Revolution. Following the disintegration of the multinational empires and colonial empires after the two world wars, the nation-state has become the normative model in terms of the international relations, monopolizing the world political stage.
Since the Peace of Westphalia (1648) and especially since the French Revolution (1789), the affirmation ofthe nation-states and their imposition, as leading players, in the international relations, was mostly an affirmation of their sovereignty where the modern nation-state is formed based on the claim of sovereignty.
Sovereignty of the international relations
In 1975, according to the Dictionary of the Romanian Language, the supreme sovereignty refers to an authority without limits. The same dictionary defined the national sovereignty as an independence from the other states' power, while the state sovereignty referred to the independence from the other states, namely the supremacy of state power within the country.
In terms of the international relations, sovereignty means independence. At the same time, the state sovereignty is the source that governs under international laws. But these powers are not unlimited, they are not subjected to any rule limits, but these are imposed by the needs arising from the coexistence of States as subjects of the international law. Therefore, ever since the era, in which the states are doomed to coexistence, there is no such thing as unlimited, absolute sovereignty.
In 1992, Ion Deleanu defines sovereignty as misappropriation of the state power that expresses the right of this power to organize, to exercise, to establish and solve internal and external problems, freely, and according to his will, without any interference, respecting the sovereignty of the other states and of the public international law [1] . Globalization has raised the issue of the place and role of the nation state in the world market. According to some specialists, globalization entails while diluting the idea of nation-state and ultimately leads to the disappearance of the nation states. [2] All studies and books devoted to the globalization remember the weakening of the state power -a nation or a broadcasting authority of the state, but none explains this.
If we consider that the fulfillment of the important tasks of the modern statepreserving the stability of the currency, the foreign trade balance, correcting the economic cycles, collecting the needed taxes to finance the public tasks, ensuring compliance with national laws, ensuring public safety -is almost impossible,in the circumstances of the state not being able to control them (falling of the stock markets, environmental disasters, acts of terrorism, weapons of mass destruction, trafficking in arms, drugs, human trafficking etc.), it is quite justified to have certain unifying force states which tend to try to stop or even brake their joint action. The effects of globalization have resulted in the joint exercise of some, until recently, exclusive sovereign powers of the State, which leads to reconsider the concept of state's sovereignty, tasks, functions, and objectives.
In the places where the states were once the masters of markets, the markets are now, in many crucial issues, the leading national governments. The progressive integration of the world economy, through international production, has shifted the balance of power from the states to the international markets. The states' authority decline is reflected by a growing diffusion of authority towards other institutions and associations, towards regional bodies, as well as towards a growing asymmetry between the larger countries and the smaller ones.
The weakening of the authority of all governments, that we feel today, is due to the financial and technological exchanges and due to the accelerated integration of national economies into a single global market economy (which is the fundamental factor of globalization). But in fact, before this, governments' failure was precisely due to the free markets. Willingly or unwillingly, the governments had failed in an attempt to govern the national economy to maintain a low unemployment rate and supportthe economic growth, as to reduce the deficit in the balance of payments with the other states, as to controlthe interest rates or the foreign exchange rates, in other words, in the effort to have opened the national markets, thus giving in to the pressures made by international financial institutions. Not coincidentally, one of the best analysts of globalization, the British Susan Strange, has entitled one of her books The Retreat of The State. The state basically provides a framework of legal rights and duties, but inside the others increasingly affectthe results.
Certain member powers were transferred to non-territorial transnational companies in, at least, four areas [3] .  States withdrew collectively participation in ownership and control of industry, services and trade and even guidance on research and innovation in technology.  In the last decade, transnational corporations have done more than the states and the international organizations themselves, for the redistribution ofthe wealth from the developed industrialized countries towards the poorer, developing ones. Trade and investment have created many more jobs and have done more to raise the living standards of people than official aid programs.  In the important area of managementstaff relations, transnational companies have come to take over the lead role from governments in solving or, at least, overseeing conflicts of interest. Rather than fight for wages and working conditions, in the context of state laws on industrial relations, a much larger part of the agreement is now within the company.  In terms of the fiscal problems, companies have increasingly escaped from taxation of the profit, levied by governments themselves and act in some respects as collecting taxes and revenue. They charge, accumulate income from their operations in the global economy and then take important political decisions on how to allocate this revenue.
That government of all countries, large and small, strong and weak, was diminished as a result of the technological and financial and accelerated integration of national economies into a single global market economy. The nation-state has ceased to be an effective economic manager. It became less autonomous, has a less exclusive control over the economic and social processes within its boundaries and is less able to maintain the national peculiarities and cultural homogeneity [4] .
Sovereignty at the present times
At the beginning of the 21 st century, countries are increasingly more interdependent in everything they undertake. For now it is difficult to analyze the long-term effect of globalization on the international community, but it is clear that globalization has both a positive and negative impact. The positive side of this process is that it will increase the interaction between countries, which in turn opens up new possibilities for developing human civilization, especially in the economic sphere. Increased trade, investment and technology between different regions, facilitating contacts between people, familiarity with other cultures are certainly beneficial for mankind. This interaction strongly and deeply manifests itself in content ratio between national security and international security. Thus, we will see more and more increasing influence of international security on national security, due to rising global community's role in crisis management, in any way [5] .
In March 1997, in Salzburg, Austria, it was held the 50 th International Seminar of Political Science, devoted to analysis of state institution towards future transformations produced by globalization.
The main question asked in this debate was whether the state and especially the national, is at the end of its "career", of its long about 500 years, due to globalization economy, ethnic rivalries and religious and reconfirmation of world power centers. The answer given to these challenging questions by the representatives from 32 countries, both developed and powerful, and also less developed and strong was almost unanimously negative. [6] Things cannot be working without a State. State, this venerable invention, national or post-national has yet a secured future -most analysts believe.If not from ant other reason, at least from the simple reason that, like democracy, humanity has yet to invent something better to put replace. [7] Integration into transnational economy of necessity involves weakening the nation-state authority, since it must place independent actors. Transnational corporations exert a significant influence on national economic exchanges, on subregional and international ones, in addition, the common people of the same ethnic origin, speaking the same language or dialects took in increasing numbers can move freely across borders. Therefore, the boundaries of today have lost their character became impenetrable and extremely elastic [8] .
The idea of the abandonment of part of the national sovereignty has often a loaded impact of "patriotic emotion and reactions to adversity." Alvin Toffler does not forget that many countries have won their national independence and sovereignty after World War II, and others, even sooner, after the collapse of the Soviet Russian Empire and of the European communism. However, they are in a lower stage of development, compared to the developed country states, whose existence exceeds 300 years, now being in full informational revolution.
It is precisely these different social states that explain why, "in large areas of the world, national movements are amplified -exactly when the nation state is attacked more strongly in the name of globalization and planetary consciousness" -and why, "while poets and intellectuals of the economically backward regions write national anthems, the Member of third wave are looking for the virtues of the borderless world " [9].
In conclusion, globalization involves the reducing of the state interventionism, but not the disappearance of the idea of the state, whose role would be the very development and implementation of the national economic policies. With globalization, freedom of the State,in terms of issuing the economic policy, is more reduced due to the high interdependence of national economies and implicitly to the other economic policy decisions of other states, to the limitations imposed by national barriers amongeconomies and also by the limits imposed by the increasing of the economic openness.
States are not the only "actors" on the stage of the international relations and, sometimes, not even the most important one. States are no longer homogeneous actors. Mostly, they do not represent a united front based on a consensus in the national interest. They negotiate with other governments and at the same time or especially internally with their constituents and labor, to stay in power. As a result, governments have a weak domestic position, cannot act as a decisively on the external affairs, as well as a solid government. Member state's positions in the international negotiations can be determined, to a large extent, by the balance of the political forces within the country.
The fact that state authority passes a period of diffusion is not new on the agenda. Let us not forget that the nature of the state was subject to change on the occasion of the major social revolutions or wars, for example. The novelty is that, in a relatively short period of time (20-30 years), the overwhelming majority of states pass, at the same time, through the same kind of substantial changes.
